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approval of Mill, or like that to which Lord
Courtney has given his support.* The weak point
of all these proposals is their complexity. Unless
very carefully managed, they would almost certainly
tend to hand over the conduct of elections to the
professional manipulator. Even the attempt to
secure some sort of minority representation, by
three-cornered constituencies, did not work well,
and it had to be abandoned. The practical difficulty
of representing either minorities or " estates " in
the House of Commons will rather increase than
diminish.

Something, however, might be done in the
House of Lords. Various important orders and
interests could find their voice in that Assembly.
The judicial life-peers, and the ecclesiastical life-
peers, might be provided with suitable colleagues.
Without touching on the question of Church
Disestablishment, it may perhaps be surmised that
the monopoly of political power possessed by the
Bishops cannot be much longer maintained. The
leaders of the other great religious communities
might put in a claim for a certain number of seats
in the Senate; nor perhaps would that body be any
the worse 'if, on questions of public morals and
conduct, on Licensing Bills or Education Bills, it
could learn the opinions, not only of the Anglican
Bishops, but of the leaders of Wesleyanism and
Congregationalism, and of the prelates of the Eoman
Church in Britain.

For the well-being of our modern society it may
be urged that the medical profession is even more

* It is described in TTi* Working Gonttituiion of England,
chap, rvl